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report says that people in the entertainment in-
dustry, not all of them but a lot of them, are
doing things that are wrong, that they acknowl-
edge are wrong. We’ve got to see what hap-
pens.’’

You need people like that in the Congress,
and especially in the Senate because it’s such
a debating forum for America’s hot issues. You
need someone who understands that all these
rating systems don’t make a lot of sense to a
lot of people, and it would be far better if
there were one, uniform, unambiguous rating
system for all forms of entertainment to which
our children are exposed, something Hillary, I
think, was the first and maybe the only person
to forcefully advocate in the entire country.

And you need someone who sees in a larger
sense that this media issue is tied to other
issues: the need for gun safety legislation, the
need for safe and drug-free schools, the need
for after-school and summer school programs
for kids, to give them positive things to do,
so you won’t have to spend all of your time
just telling them what not to do. There needs
to be things for children to do. It’s very unpro-
ductive raising a child if you spend all your
time saying no. It is a dead-bang loser strategy
for any parent if all you have to say is, no.
You’ve got to say something, yes. You’ve got
to have something for the kids to say yes to,
who understands that we need greater support
for child care, for foster care, for adoptions,
for family leave. The reason I think that she
ought to be New York’s Senator is that this
media issue is another example of a lifetime
of commitment to the whole idea of what our
common responsibilities are for our children and
for each other. It really does take a village,
and that’s her whole idea.

So I ask you to think about it. I want you
to go home tonight and talk at dinner about
this FTC report. I want you to talk to the peo-

ple you work with about it. And instead of just
railing against the people out there, I want you
to think about some of the things that have
been said here today and what Patty said about
what your responsibilities are.

And I want you to think about what kind
of person you really want in the United States
Senate when the chickens come home to roost
on the whole question of the role of media
violence in your children’s and your grand-
children’s lives and gun safety and whether the
schools are open enough and have the right
kind of programs for after-school and summer
school and whether we’re really doing what we
need to on family leave and foster care and
adoption.

All these issues have to be dealt with together,
because I’m telling you there is no more impor-
tant challenge for any society than maximizing
the chance that good people can succeed at
work and at their most important work, raising
their children. There’s nobody better prepared
to do that than Hillary.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:07 a.m. in Henry
Kauffman Hall at the Jewish Community Center
of Mid-Westchester. In his remarks, he referred
to Patty Cathers, director of program and volun-
teer services, Child Abuse Prevention Services of
Roslyn, NY, who introduced the President; Peggy
Charren, founder, Action for Children’s Tele-
vision; Andrew J. Spano, Westchester County ex-
ecutive; Eileen Lehrer, president, and Ellen Laz-
arus, cochair, board of directors, Jewish Commu-
nity Center of Mid-Westchester. The President
also referred to a September 11 report by the Fed-
eral Trade Commission entitled ‘‘Marketing Vio-
lent Entertainment to Children: A Review of Self-
Regulation and Industry Practices in the Motion
Picture, Music Recording & Electronic Game In-
dustries.’’

Remarks at a Luncheon for Representative James H. Maloney in Danbury,
Connecticut
September 11, 2000

Thank you. Wow! [Laughter] Well, first of
all, that’s the best talk I ever heard Jim Maloney
give. It was amazing. [Laughter] I thought two

things when he was giving that speech: The
first thing I thought is, that’s the speech every-
body ought to be giving around America this
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year; and the second thing I thought is, if he
keeps giving that speech, this election won’t be
nearly as close as the last one was, if you guys
help to get the message out. Thank you.

Let me say, I’m honored to be here with
Jim and Mary and what he referred to as the
delegation from his family. I thought Lew
Wallace gave a great speech, too. We ought
to give him—[applause]—it was a very good
speech. Thank you.

I want to thank your attorney general and
my law school classmate and friend of 30 years
Dick Blumenthal for being here, and Secretary
of State Susan Bysiewicz and Comptroller Nancy
Wyman, thank you. Did I say it right?

And I want to thank the mayor of Danbury
for making me feel welcome here. Thank you,
Gene. Where are you? Thank you, Gene
Eriquez. And Ed Marcus and John Olsen, John
Walkovich, I want to thank all them. And I’d
also like to, on a point of personal privilege,
one of the most talented people who ever served
on my staff and one of the most valuable to
me, personally, is a young man named Jonathan
Prince, who has now gone off to do well. But
he’s from Danbury. He and his parents are here
today. Jonathan, where are you? Give him a
hand. He did a great job. He’s here somewhere.
[Applause] Thank you.

I also want to thank my longtime friend
Mayor Joe Ganim from Bridgeport for coming
over here. He and Gene and I took a picture
together. We took a picture together, and they
whispered to me that most mayors, unlike Presi-
dents, aren’t term-limited. [Laughter]

Let me say to all of you, I am having a
great day today. I started off today, Hillary and
I were in Washington at the White House, and
we went up to Westchester County, where we
now make our home. And we did an event at
a Jewish community center on the Federal
Trade Commission report today on violence in
the media, pointing out that a number of enter-
tainment companies—by no means all of them;
we don’t want to paint with too broad a brush—
but a number of them actually have been adver-
tising these violent movies to the same kids that
they say shouldn’t go see them.

And Senator Lieberman and Vice President
Gore talked about it yesterday, and I think Joe
is going to testify before the Congress sometime
this week, in the next few days, about it. But
we had a wonderful time, talking about the fu-
ture and the challenges that families at work

face, and succeeding at work and succeeding
at raising their children, which is the most im-
portant work of all.

And then I came up here to be with you,
and I’m going back to New York, and we’re
going to do, I think, three or four more things
today. [Laughter] And I’m going to—Hillary and
I are going to end up tonight at a dinner hon-
oring the efforts that we made, along with sev-
eral others in a bipartisan way, to deal with
the so-called Nazi gold issues in Switzerland and
get the wealth returned back to the people who
needed it. So, it’s a great day.

This is an interesting time in my life. My
family has a new candidate. My party has a
new leader, and I’ve become the Cheerleader
in Chief of America. [Laughter] And I like it.
[Laughter]

I guess what I would like to tell you is, as
someone who is not running for office—for the
first time since 1974, I’m not going to be on
the ballot—I, too, believe what Jim Maloney
said. And the most important thing to me to
try to get across to the American people is,
yes, we’ve had a great year. This has been a
terrific run. And I’m grateful, not just for the
economic prosperity but for the greater sense
of unity that the country has, for the social
progress we see in crime and welfare and teen
pregnancy and a whole lot of other indicators,
showing our country is coming together, for the
change in the American political climate now,
away from the kind of just dripping venom that
dominated so many elections of the last 20
years. I’m grateful for all that.

So what I want you to understand and believe
is that the best is still out there, because we
have spent a great deal of time these last 8
years just trying to turn the country around,
to dig it out of a mountain of debt, to dig
it out so that the interest rates could come down
and so that people just in their private lives
could go about making America the success it
ought to be, changing the crime policy, changing
the environmental policy, changing the edu-
cation policy, changing the health care policy.
But a lot of the biggest, best things are still
out there.

At least in my lifetime, we have never had
a period where we had so much progress and
prosperity with so little internal crisis or external
threat. I think Jim told me when I came in
that Theodore Roosevelt was the last President
to come to Danbury and spend any time. And
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I like Theodore Roosevelt. [Laughter] If he
were alive today, he’d be a Democrat, too.
[Laughter]

You know, Roosevelt governed at another
magic time. He inherited the Presidency as the
youngest man ever to be President, when Presi-
dent McKinley was assassinated shortly after his
reelection in 1900 and was inaugurated in 1901,
and shortly after that, he was killed. So Teddy
Roosevelt inherited the Presidency and did, I
think, a very good job with it, in dealing with
a time that is probably more like this time in
historical terms than any period in the middle,
because we were moving from an agricultural
to an industrial society and we had to redefine
our sense of national community and what our
obligations were to one another. How were we
going to take in that huge wave of immigrants
that came into America at the end of the 19th
and the beginning of the 20th century; how
were we going to deal with this huge influx
of people who couldn’t make a living on the
farm anymore but wanted to make a living in
the factory? But a lot of them were children,
and a lot of them were working 12 and 14
or 15 hours a day, and there were all kinds
of abusive conditions there.

And in the first Roosevelt era, we began to
come to grips with our responsibilities to immi-
grant populations living in difficult situations in
the slums, our responsibilities to end child labor
in the most abusive labor conditions. And we
began to be aware of the capacity of the indus-
trial revolution to damage the environment. And
Teddy Roosevelt became our first great environ-
mental President by meeting the challenges of
the moment.

And then when—ironically, there was a brief
interruption because after he left office, his des-
ignated successor, William Howard Taft, was
elected, the person he wanted to succeed him,
but he turned out not to be a progressive. So
Woodrow Wilson got elected, with a little help
from Theodore Roosevelt, and we had 8 more
years.

But then what we were trying to do was inter-
rupted by war and then by depression and then
again by war. And so Franklin Roosevelt had
to build this sense of unity out of all this adver-
sity. But in a funny way—I used to talk to
my grandfather all the time about the Depres-
sion. One thing, it’s almost a purging effect,
total adversity has on you, because you don’t—
it’s not like you have all the options in the

world. You got up in the morning. You tried
to figure out how to keep body and soul to-
gether, and you know you’ve got to change
something, because if you keep on doing the
same thing, you’ll be in the same hole.

However, when things are going very well,
your opportunity for error increases because you
have lots of options. And that really is what’s
going on in this election. You’ve got to decide
what you want to do with the most truly aston-
ishing moment of prosperity and social progress
and national security in our lifetime. You have
to decide.

And people ask me all the time, you know,
for a year and a half or 2 years, ‘‘Do you really
think that Al Gore is going to win?’’ And I
always said, yes, and I always believed it, when
the polls weren’t nearly as good as they are
today, because I knew the underlying conditions
of the country were good. I knew that he was
a good man. I knew he had played a terrific
role in the building of what we have done. But
I also knew that he was thinking about what
we should do in the future. And when he picked
Joe Lieberman to be on the ticket with him,
it proved that he was thinking about what we
should do in the future.

People ask me all the time if I think Hillary
is going to win. I tell them, yes. And I do,
and I always have, but I do for the same rea-
sons.

But the truth is—I meant precisely what I
said when I said, if Jim keeps giving that speech
and you all keep giving him enough money to
make sure people hear the message—[laugh-
ter]—and make sure people hear the message,
the race won’t be as close as it was last time,
because that’s where America is and where
America wants to go.

But I’m telling you, this is not exactly your
standard political speech, but the truth is, I’ve
been doing this a long time now—[laughter]—
and I have nearly got the hang of it. [Laughter]
And I have observed that very often, an election
is determined not so much by who the two
candidates are but by what the people think
the election is about. Now, I’ll get serious a
minute.

If the people believe the election is about
how much they can get for themselves today,
right now, never mind tomorrow and never
mind my neighbor, we’re going to be in a tough
fix, folks, and especially if they talk nice about
it, you know? [Laughter] ‘‘I would like to raise
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the minimum wage, and I would like to have
a Patients’ Bill of Rights. And I know all the
seniors need prescription drugs, and half of
them will be left out if we only take people
at 150 percent of the poverty line. I’d like to
do all that, and I feel really terrible that I can’t.
But I’ve got to keep dishing out this tax cut
money.’’ [Laughter]

Now, you’re laughing, but times are good.
And a lot of people say, ‘‘Well, what could be
wrong with that? I could use the money.’’ So
I’m telling you—you hear me now—it’s good
that you gave him a check, but it’s not enough.
You’ve got 60 days here, and every time you
see somebody, you need to talk to them about
this election. Every day, when you come home
from work or when you end your day, if you
are a homemaker or whatever you do, you ought
to ask yourself if you’ve talked to one or two
people about the decision that we have to make
as a people in this millennial year.

Because I’m telling you, there are profound
economic and educational and health care and
environmental and criminal justice and what I
call one America—how we’re all going to live
and work together—issues, that there are honest
differences—big election, big differences. All the
best stuff is still out there. The other side wants
to blur over the differences and emphasize how
appealing their tax cuts are.

We want to have tax cuts, too, very badly,
actually, in the area of the marriage penalty
or giving kids—families a tax deduction for their
children’s college tuition, long-term-care credit
for elderly and disabled family members that
you have to take care of, making it easier for
people to save for retirement. We’ve got quite
a nice tax package, but theirs is 3 or 4 times
bigger than ours.

But there’s a reason theirs is 3 or 4 times
bigger—because we don’t want to get rid of
this whole surplus. We think it’s a good thing
that we’re paying the debt down. We know that
we need some money to invest in education
and health care, in science and technology, in
the future of America. We know we may have
some emergency come up. We know we may
have some defense crisis develop, where we
need to give our military even more than we
anticipate. We know that over 10 years we might
have a recession and the money might not all
come in.

So we can’t make the expansive tax cut prom-
ises they can, and that may obscure the fact

to the voters that we actually have, as Jim said,
quite a good tax cut package that we strongly
believe we can still pass in this Congress, if
they want to do it. But I think they’d rather
have the issue, because they want it to look
like we’re sort of the, you know, the curmudg-
eons that won’t give the average Joe a break,
and the country’s rolling in dough, and it’s their
money, and the other side is going to give it
all back to them.

Let me just remind you, that rhetoric quad-
rupled the debt of the United States of America
in the 12 years before I took office with Al
Gore. And we have worked very hard—we’ve
worked very hard to turn that around. A lot
of Members of Congress gave up their seats
after 1993 because they voted to turn it around.
And we’d better think a long time before we
play games with our fiscal discipline and our
ability to pay down that debt.

Let me just give you one example. They talk
all the time about tax cuts. If you did everything
they’re talking about, you passed all the tax cuts
they’ve advocated and all the one’s they’re roll-
ing out and all the one’s their nominee for Presi-
dent rolled out and then you pass their Social
Security privatization plan, which costs another
trillion dollars, nearly—and that’s before they
pay for Star Wars or any of their other spend-
ing—no, seriously, before they pay for any of
that—and you compare that to the Gore-
Lieberman-Maloney positions—now, listen, hear
me here—you can—interest rates under our ap-
proach would be one percent lower a year for
a decade. Why? Because we’re going to keep
paying down the debt until we get America out
of debt for the first time since 1835, and they’ll
have to stop doing that, because they’re going
to spend so much money on the tax cuts and
the privatization program. They’re going to
spend all this projected surplus, and then some.

And when you do that, interest rates will go
up, and the market will react accordingly, and
the economy will be weaker. Everybody will
have their tax cut. I don’t know how much good
it will be if the economy gets weak. But let
me say this—I had a study done—you know
how much a one percent reduction in interest
rates for a decade is worth? Three hundred and
ninety billion dollars in home mortgages, about
$900 a year on a $100,000 mortgage—I don’t
want to mess this up—$30 billion in car pay-
ments, and $15 billion in student loan payments.
So that’s a $435 billion tax cut the American
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people get for paying for a strong economy and
getting rid of the debt and saving some money
to invest in caring for the needs of all Ameri-
cans.

You know, we believe, our party does, that
all these people in these pretty uniforms that
served our lunch here, we believe that they
ought to have the same chance to send their
kids to college that I have to send my child
to college. We believe they ought to be able
to make a living. And if they need child care,
they ought to have it. And when the time comes
to raise the minimum wage, we ought to raise
it. And that’s what we believe.

We believe the rest of us are going to make
more money when the average Americans are
all out there working, making a good living, and
able to support their children. So I’m just saying
to you—I realize I’m preaching to the choir,
but what I’m really trying to do here is to drive
home the imperative of your taking some time
every day to talk to your fellow citizens.

Most of you are more interested in politics
than most of your friends. Is that right? Isn’t
that right? Every one of you has friends who—
even the Congressman’s in-laws, I’ll bet, have
friends. [Laughter] I used to have an uncle—
let me tell you, I had a great uncle I buried
a couple of years ago. He was 91 years old,
and I loved him like he was my own father.
And he was my total barometer about how I
was doing when I was Governor. This guy had
about a sixth grade education and about a 200
IQ and total recall of events that occurred in
the 1930’s.

And I called him one time to ask about some-
thing. He said, ‘‘I don’t care about politics.’’
He said, ‘‘I wouldn’t care about you if you
weren’t my nephew.’’ [Laughter] And so when-
ever I needed to know how I was doing, I
called him, and he was better than any poll
I ever took. [Laughter] So I’m telling you, you
all know people who—they think they’re too
busy. They’re too preoccupied with their lives.
They don’t think about this all the time like
you do. They’ve never been to one of these
political fundraisers. They’ve never heard their
Congressman give a speech like this, and they
may never get a chance to.

And it may be that the only direct flesh-
and-blood contact they ever have with anybody
asking them to think about this is with you.
Otherwise, it’s just some secondhand experience

with the television ads or the debates for Presi-
dent or whatever.

Now, I’ve done everything I could to turn
this country around. You know there are big
differences in this election. I hope you believe
me when I tell you, as good as the last 8 years
have been, the next 8 years can be better. And
we can keep building on this if we decide that
we’re going to use and not abuse what is a
truly unique moment in our history.

But the members of the clergy who are here
will tell you that throughout human history, peo-
ple have been more likely to make a mistake
when things were so good than when things
were full of adversity and the options were
clearer. So I implore you. This is a good man
representing you in Congress. He is a good man,
and he deserves to be reelected. And I want
Joe Lieberman to be the next Vice President,
and I believe he will be.

But believe me, you can make a difference
here. You can make a difference if every day—
you just look at how many people there are
in this room—if every one of you talk to three
people every day between now and November,
it’s enough to turn the entire margin—that
would be far more, by the way—if every one
of you talk to three people between now and
November, that would be far more than the
victory margin he had in the last election. Far
more, right?

Now, I’m telling you, it’s your country—and
if you know anybody in New York, I wouldn’t
mind you talking to them either. [Laughter] If
the American people really believe this is a
magic moment, if they really believe that to-
gether we can build the future of our dreams
for our children, if they understand clearly what
we’re for and what we’re not, then Al Gore
and Joe Lieberman, Jim Maloney and Hillary,
the whole crowd, they’ll win.

Clarity, clarity and focus are our friend.
You’ve got to bring this message clearly into
focus for people who might never come here
but who are going to be just as affected by
the decision we make as a people in November
as you are. So you cared enough to come here
for Jim. Care enough to talk for him, every
day for the next 60 days, and help us build
America’s best days.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:25 p.m. in the
Amber Room Colonnade at Western Connecticut
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State University. In his remarks, he referred to
Representative Maloney’s wife, Mary; State Rep-
resentative Lewis Wallace, Jr.; Edward L. Marcus,
chair, Connecticut State Democratic Party; dele-
gates to the 2000 Democratic National Conven-
tion John Olsen and Joseph Walkovich; former
Special Assistant to the President and Presidential
Speechwriter Jonathan Prince; and Republican
Presidential candidate Gov. George W. Bush of

Texas. Representative Maloney was a candidate
for reelection in Connecticut’s Fifth Congres-
sional District. The President also referred to a
September 11 Federal Trade Commission report
entitled ‘‘Marketing Violent Entertainment to
Children: A Review of Self-Regulation and Indus-
try Practices in the Motion Picture, Music Re-
cording & Electronic Game Industries.’’

Remarks to the Community in Danbury
September 11, 2000

Well, thank you very much. First, thank you,
Mayor Eriquez, for your wonderful speech and
for outlining some of the things that we’ve been
able to do together to help the people of Dan-
bury.

I want to thank all of you for coming. And
President Roach, thank you for making us feel
welcome at your wonderful school. And I want
to say to all of you, I may be the first President
to come and spend this much time in Danbury,
but this is not the first time I’ve been to Dan-
bury. I first came here in 1970, 30 years ago.
That was when I met Joe Lieberman, who was
running for the State Senate.

Then I came back to Connecticut as a Gov-
ernor in 1980, when I met Chris Dodd. And
then I had to become President before I met
Jim Maloney. But I will say this, it has not
been a disappointment. He is one of the best
Members of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and you need to send him back
down there in November and reelect him.

You know, Jim made a very good case for
himself and for our side. And you’ve been out
here waiting a long time, and the last thing
you need is another political speech. So I’m
not going to repeat what he said. I’m just going
to make a few very brief points that I want
you to think about.

This election is profoundly important, because
we’re doing so well. What do I mean by that?
Well, because we’re doing so well, we have a
chance to meet some really big goals for this
country. We could get this country out of debt
over the next decade for the first time since
1835—America debt-free, low interest rates.

We could take every child in a working family
in America out of poverty by making sure we
had a tax system that was fair to the working
poor. We could provide health care to every
single child and every working family in America
that don’t have it today. We can make sure
that every child who needs it has preschool and
after-school programs and mentors. We can
make sure that every child in America, when
he or she comes of age, could afford to go
to all 4 years of college. We’ve already opened
the doors, universally, to the first 2 years. We
can do it for all 4 years.

We can meet the big environmental chal-
lenges of the 21st century, like climate change,
and do it in a way that would create millions
of new jobs here in America with the new tech-
nology of alternative energies and more efficient
use of energy. It could mean a fortune of new
jobs and wealth to Connecticut, just by doing
the right thing to preserve the environment for
our children, our grandchildren, and their
grandchildren.

Jim talked about breast cancer. We now have
identified the two genes which, when they are
slightly bent in their structure, make it more
likely for women to get breast cancer. We have
now seen the first sequencing of the human
genome. Within a matter of just a few years,
young girls who are in this audience now, when
they grow up a little, get married, and begin
to have babies, when they come home from
the hospital, they’ll come home with a gene
map of their children, and it will tell you every-
thing that’s good about their structure, and all
the problems. And when that happens, Ameri-
cans will have a life expectancy of about 90


		Superintendent of Documents
	2012-07-11T11:53:54-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




